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Analysis for enhancing efficiency of Intellectual Property(IP) of Korea :

comparing with OECD countires

Seong Wook Choi

Division of Systems Management and Engineering, The Graduate School,
The Pukyong National University

Abstract

Intellectual Property(IP) has been recognized as a mainstream factor to secure
national competitiveness. This study aims to measure the efficiency of
Intellectual Property(IP) of Korea and comparing the efficiency of IP between
Korea and OECD countries to derive meaningful insights for improving the
efficiency of IP of Korea by using Data Envelopment Analysis(DEA), consider
only one score instead of various variables because the efficiency score is
calculated by suing a number of characteristics or variables at the same time,
using DEA. This study consider various variables related to Intellectual
Property such as amount of Technology balance of payments and Value-added,
number of tradic patent families and patent applications filed under the PCT.
As a result, it is able to check there are differences of efficiency of IP
between Korea and OECD countries by measuring the efficiency of IP of
Korea and OECD countries. These insights can be used to establish strategic
directions for increasing the national IP competitiveness. Therefore, this study
can contribute to draw strategic action plans for strengthening the IP-intensive

of Korea.
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